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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-8 are pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/26/2010 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed with respect to claims 1 -8 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Templin does not teach "storing an association of the private IPv4 
source address and the interface ID value of the 6to4 source address for opposite 
address translation of inbound packets returned by the remote host", and that the 
combination of Templin and Carpenter would not have been obvious because the two 
systems do not work the same way and are incompatible. 
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The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant's response. Carpenter teaches 
the translation steps from 6to4 in claim 1 (see citations for claim 1). While Carpenter 
may not teach using the storing the "source addresses and ID'S" for opposite address 
translation, Templin is used to show that in any system using 6to4 address translation, it 
would be advantageous to have a reverse (opposite) address translation so that 
messages can be mapped back from destinations to originating nodes. The 
combination of the references would suggest the mapping (storing of an association) 
would map the fields of Carpenter (source addresses and ID's) in a reverse order for 
translation. The combination is compatible because the examiner uses Templin to 
show a single "feature" that would be obvious to combine with Carpenter (reverse 
network translation map). Reverse translation is desirable so that a destination node 
can easily send back responses and have the responses automatically routed back the 
correct note. Adding this single feature to Carpenter would make carpenter more 
efficient and not inoperable. Therefore, the combination of Carpenter and Templin is 
compatible and does teach the argued limitations. 

The examiner would like to note that the applicant has presented arguments that are 
identical to those previously filed. The examiner invites the applicant's representative to 
schedule and interview at any time so that the claims and prior art may be discussed to 
help get a better understanding and help advance prosecution of the case 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over B. 
Carpenter, et al., Connection of IPv6 Domains via IPv4 Clouds (Network Working 
Group) (referred to herein as "Carpenter"), in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication 
No. 2001/0040895 to Templin. 

1 . Regarding claim 1 , Carpenter teaches a method for supporting a 6to4 tunneling 
protocol across a network address translation mechanism (See page 1 abstract, L1-3 
IPv6 over an IPv4 network using tunnels comprising the steps of : 
- receiving from a first host located on a first network an outbound IPv6 packet 
encapsulated into an IPv4 packet, the IPv4 packet comprising a IPv4 header with a 
private IPv4 source address of the first host, the outbound IPv6 packet comprising a 
IPv6 header with a 6to4 source address, the IPv6 header comprising an Interface ID 
value (See page. 4, paragraph 1.1, lines 3-6; wherein the first network is an IPv6 
network and the interface receives IPv6 packets encapsulated by IPv4 packets/headers; 
page 5, par. 2; wherein the SLA ID is the 6to4 source address, the Interface ID is the 
Interface ID value and the SLA ID and Interface ID together make up the IPv6 header); - 
translating the private IPv4 source address in the IPv4 header into a public IPv4 source 
address (See p. 4, par. 1.1, translating the address line 13, and p. 5, par. 2; wherein the 
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V4ADDR is the private address and the 6to4 address is the public address, the 
translation), and - transmitting the translated packet over an IPv4 network to a remote 
host (See p. 6, par. 3, lines 1-2, transmitting to a remote place). 

Carpenter does not teach storing an association of the private IPv4 source 
address and the Interface ID value of the 6to4 source address for opposite address 
translation of inbound packets returned by the remote host. However, Templin teaches 
this limitation (See paragraph 255, lines 1-6; wherein mapping, includes storing an 
association; the actual IPv4 address, is the private IPv4 address, and the identifier, is 
the ID value). 

Combing the features of Templin with the system of Carpenter would have 
allowed for return communications over a heterogeneous network, thereby allowing 
devices on an IPv6 network to send packets to, and receive packets from, devices on 
an IPv4 network. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, at the time of the invention to combine Templin with Carpenter. 
2. Regarding claim 2, Carpenter in view of Templin teach the invention as described 
in claim 1 . Carpenter further teaches receiving an inbound packet over the IPv4 
network (See p. 9, lines 1 -2, receiving the packet at the 6to4 router as part of the IPv4 
network); - determining whether the inbound packet encapsulates an IPv6 packet (See 
p. 9, lines 2-4, determining the encapsulation must take place for decapsulation to 
happen); - in the affirmative, retrieving the Interface ID of the encapsulated IPv6 
packet's destination address, and using the Interface ID to retrieve the corresponding 
stored private IPv4 address (See p. 13, par. 5.3, lines 5-8 encapsulating in IPv4 to the 
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next site based on the prefix header), and updating the destination address in the IPv4 
header accordingly (See p. 13, par. 5.3, lines 9-19, encapsulating in IPv4 to the next 
site based on the prefix header); - forwarding the modified, encapsulated IPv6 packet 
on the first network (See p. 14, lines 1-3, forwarding the packet). 

3. Regarding claim 3, Carpenter in view of Templin teach the invention as described 
in claim 1 . Carpenter further teaches changing the private IPv4 address of the 6to4 
source address in the IPv6 header of an outbound packet to the public IPv4 address 
(See p. 8, par. 5.1, lines 10-15, outgoing packets of the 6to4 get 6to4 addreses(public)); 
and changing the public IPv4 address of the 6to4 destination address of an inbound 
packet to a corresponding private IPv4 address (See p. 8, par. 5.1 , lines 16-21 , inbound 
queries (public) the correct SLA and interface ID is obtained (private)). 

4. Regarding claim 4, Carpenter in view of Templin teach the invention as described 
in claim 3. Carpenter further teaches modifying fields at least of the IPv4 header, such 
as checksums, whose values depend on the 6to4 source address (See p. 7, lines 1 -1 0, 
modifying the IPv4 header). 

5. Regarding claim 5, Carpenter in view of Templin teach the invention as described 
in claim 2. Carpenter further teaches the step of storing the association of the Interface 
ID and a source address of the encapsulated IPv6 packets of the first network and the 
step of modifying the destination address of inbound packets or the source address of 
outbound packets as a function of the Interface ID is carried out by an application level 
gateway assisting the network address translation mechanism (See p. 9, par. 5.2, line 7 
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to p. 1 0, line 3; wherein the 6to4 router is the gateway that would store the association 
since it does the translating). 

6. Regarding claim 6, Carpenter in view of Templin teach the invention as described 
in claim 3. Carpenter further teaches changing the IPv4 part of the 6to4 address are 
carried out by an application level gateway assisting the network address translation 
mechanism (See p. 10, lines 2-3; wherein the 6to4 router is the gateway that would 
store the association since it does the translating). 

7. Regarding claim 7, Carpenter teaches a device for supporting a 6to4 tunneling 
protocol across a network address translation mechanism, comprising: a network 
address translation mechanism for changing the private source address of an outbound 
IPv4 packet encapsulating an IPv6 packet into a public source address (See p. 4, par. 
1.1, lines 3-6 & 13, and p. 5, par. 2; wherein the V4ADDR is the private address and the 
6to4 address is the public address). Carpenter does not teach an application for storing 
the private IPv4 addresses included in the 6to4 source address of a host of the IPv6 
network, for outbound packets; and for updating the 6to4 destination address of an 
inbound packet with a stored private IPv4 address having same Interface ID as the 6to4 
destination address. However, Templin teaches this limitation (See par. 251 , lines 6-12; 
wherein the gateway is updated upon every transformation of an interface identifier). 
Using the features of Templin in the system of Carpenter would have allowed the 
translation table to keep updated as new interfaces were added to the network. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to combine Templin with Carpenter. 
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8. Regarding claim 8, Carpenter in view of Templin teach the invention as described 
in claim 7. Carpenter further teaches the application is further adapted to carry out 
additional processing of an outbound packet, wherein the additional processing consists 
in replacing the private IPv4 address part of an 6to4 source address of an outbound 
packet with the device's public IPv4 address (See p. 8, par. 5.1, lines 10-21). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AFSHAWN TOWFIGHI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7296. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00 A.M. 
to 6:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ian Moore can be reached on (571)272-3085. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/A. J. I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2469 



/Ian N. Moore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2469 



